to it. What the person then does is also relevant by reason of the meaning that that display has in the context and in that culture. A display of jealousy is a complex semantic phenomenon, registering a certain interpretation of the fortunes of another person, a judgment as to whether this person's good fortune is deserved relative to one's own and so on. This introduces considerations of rights and duties, opening up the question of the nature of the local moral order. The tip of the 'jealousy' iceberg may be a forced smile, but the bulk of the phenomenon is semantic and embedded in cultural niceties. As a person becomes skilled in social life the display of jealousy may be entirely private.
But why is there any need to emphasise the discursive character of psychological phenomena and psychological activities as meaning management?
The Puzzle of Paradigm Paralysis in Psychology Compared With Physics Jan Valsiner's admirable presentation of methodology for cultural psychology (Valsiner, 2007) . produces a strong feeling of deja vu for those of us who were actively trying to bring psychology forwards in the 1960s and 70s. For example the use of disruption of routines to bring to light the implicit rule systems that were implemented by social actors is very similar to ethnomethodology (Garfinkel, 1967) and its use of account analysis.
At that time there was a vigorous movement all over Western Europe to abandon the simple 'experimental' psychology of the American mainstream in favor of what we would now call qualitative/cultural studies. For example, at Oxford there was Michael Argyle's social psychology group producing studies such as Marsh's investigation of the social psychology of football 'hooliganism' (Marsh, Rosser, & Harré, 1978) and Jerome Bruner's (1986) work on the developmental dimension of intentionality; there was Moscovici (1993) and Jodelet (1991) Luckmann's (1983) work on the social distribution of bodies of knowledge in Vienna; and so on. Despite founding of journals and the success of Harré and Secord's (1972) book, 'The Explanation of Social Behaviour' when we now reflect on the state of psychology as exemplified in such conservative journals as the European Journal of Social Psychology, the old paradigm still reigns, and tragically, young psychologists in many places now do second/third rate studies in that mode. During the crucial period the US was Top Nation. Now the US is declining as Top Nation, yet the old paradigm that emerged from a marriage of the ghost of behaviorism with the imported Viennese philosophy of logical positivism, continues on.
Here is the puzzle. The same thing did not happen in physics. psychologists were inspired by the actual methods of the physical sciences, such as iconic model building, the development of topic relevant taxonomies of phenomena and so on, but the OP people were inspired by a bit of philosophy that was soon discarded by philosophers of science, namely logical positivism, especially that of Ernst Mach and the Vienna Circle. Almost all the self-destructive features of the OP can be traced to its influence, though by the time it had become the dominant research paradigm in the 1960s and 70s its protagonists had lost touch with its origins.
Here are a few examples -in physics/chemistry 'model' means analogue, and it is usually models that one studies, rarely the real thing. In psychology 'model' seems to mean 'idea', 'concept', 'interpretation' even 'theory', but almost never 'analogue'. From a clear methodological concept and procedure in physics and chemistry we enter a murky world of ambiguity in psychology. Generalizing: in physics and chemistry does not mean making a statistical analysis and deleting the instances that do not fit, but rather by proposing a possible pattern and by using the intensive design construct or identify a range of similar cases, large or small! This chlorine sample produced in my lab is typical [but of course there are isotopes!]. This sample of conformity to the majority in my lab is only relevant if conjoined with a number of other instances and processed to reveal the typical case, which might be found nowhere (Lamiell, 2003) . In psychology there is generalizing by statistical analysis of the distribution of responses in a small sample -30 Ann Abor undergraduates stand in for the whole of humanity! This presumes a commonality of psychological practices that ought to be the end product of centuries of research rather a presumption of the beginning.
to try to extract some discursive means that might be found among every human tribe. This raises a deep question -how it is possible for an outsider to understand the psychology of a remote culture -the paradox of translation.
Looked at from a wider perspective adopting the cultural/discursive paradigm involves abandoning the use of causal concepts in psychology in favour of concepts drawn from linguistic interactions as models for psychology generally. Instead of trying to show that a sequence of events are linked causally, that is a prior event or state as the necessary and sufficient condition to the coming to be of the subsequent event or state, we should see patterns of thought, feeling, acting and perceiving as linked semantically. It is the meaning of a prior act or experience that leads on the subsequent act, thought or feeling as a contribution to a meaningful sequence. The meaning patterns of conversations, the dialogical shaping of human behaviour (Hermans & Hermans-Konopka, 2010) provide the best models for a scientific psychology.
